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Abstract. The purpose of this appUcation, under Articles 78.2.3 and 81.1 of the Code,

is to conserve the usage of the hydrozoan name Oceania Peron & Lesueur, 1810 by

validating a previous but invalid designation by Mayer (1910) of Oceania arnuita

Kolliker, 1853 as the type species. Previous considerations of the nominal genus by

Forbes (1848) and Agassiz (1862) based on suggested nominal species were invalid

under Article 67 of the Code. During the last 150 years the genus Oceania has been

used exclusively in the sense of Mayer (1910).
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1. In a work on all species of medusae then known, Peron & Lesueur (1810, p. 343)

established the genus-group name Oceania and assigned to it 14 nominal species of

hydromedusae. They did not designate a type species for this new nominal genus.

Plates intended to accompany the text were not included as part of the report and

most of them were published for the first time only quite recently (Goy, 1995). Many
of the nominal species listed under Oceania by Peron & Lesueur were therefore of

questionable identity to early authors. Species currently recognizable among those

originally included in Oceania have been assigned to several different families and

orders of Hydrozoa (Goy, 1995).

2. Eschscholtz (1829, p. 96) established the name oceanidae for the genus Oceania

and six other genera, which are classified in several orders.

3. Lesson (1843) employed the generic name Oceania in a more restricted sense to

accommodate species of leptomedusae (order Leptothecata) that are currently

assigned mostly to the genus Clytia Lamouroux, 1812 (see Cornelius, 1982). Lesson

did not designate a type species for the genus Oceania. Forbes (1848), in contrast to

Lesson (1843) who referred leptomedusae to Oceania, referred several species of

anthomedusae (order Anthoathecata) to the nominal genus.

4. Forbes (1848, p. 26) also made an ambiguous type species designation. He stated

that 'the term Ocecmia has been so often and generally applied to Medusa pileata of

Forskal, and similar forms, that I think it best to restrict it to that group. Peron, who
first founded the genus, included them within it, though it is doubtful whether he

would have regarded the Forskalian species as the type'. Whether Forbes's statement

can be taken as a valid type species designation of Ocecmia is arguable on grounds

that it can be considered ambiguous under Article 67.5.1 and 67.5.3 of the Code.
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Medusa pileata Forskal, 1775 is a well-known species and has been repeatedly cited

as Neotiirris pileata during the last 85 years. Forbes's use of the name Oceania was

adopted by KoUiker (1853, p. 323) in describing the new species of anthoathecate

medusa Oceania armata and by Gegenbaur (1856) in constructing a systematic

account of the medusae.

5. Agassiz ( 1 862, p. 346, footnote 2) reverted to Lesson's (1843) concept of Oceania

and attempted to more precisely define the genus. In referring to a group of species

now allocated to several families, he stated that 'I see, however, no reason why the

name Nucleiferae, which he [Lesson] proposed for the old Forskalian type, should

not be retained for this family, and the name Oceania and Oceanidae applied

specifically, as Lesson has done, to Oceania phosphorica, which Peron & LeSueur

placed in the first section of the genus. This corresponds to the genus Thawnantias of

modern writers'. Whether Agassiz's statement can be taken as a valid type species

designation of Oceania is also arguable on grounds that it could be considered to be

ambiguous (see Articles 67.5.1 and 67.5.3). In an accompanying taxonomic overview,

Agassiz (1862) employed the genus Oceania in nearly the same sense that Clytia is

used today. The name Ocecmia phosphorica Peron & Lesueur, 1810, which Agassiz

regarded as a typical member of Ocecmia, is now considered a probable synonym of

Clytia hemisphaerica (Linnaeus, 1767), a possibility acknowledged by Peron &
Lesueur (see Goy, 1995). In turn, Clytia hemisphaerica is generally regarded as a

senior synonym of Campcmidaria johnstoni Alder, 1856, type species of Clytia

Lamouroux, 1812 by designation under the plenary power (Opinion 1345).

6. Haeckel (1879) rejected the name Nucleiferae Lesson, 1843 as a disparate

assemblage and the name never gained acceptance. The family name oceanidae in the

sense that includes Oceania armata Kolliker, 1853 continued to be used (e.g.

Gegenbaur, 1856; Vanhoffen, 1891; Mayer, 1910; Picard, 1958; Schuchert, 2004).

Future usage of the family-group name oceanidae depends on a valid type-species

designation for the genus Oceania.

7. In a comprehensive monograph on medusae of the world, Mayer (1910, p. 147)

sought to resolve nomenclatural confusion surrounding Oceania and to stabilize

usage by designating Oceania armata Kolliker, 1853 as its type species. All

subsequent authors, including Kramp_(1959, 1961, 1968) in a series of influential

works on medusae, used Oceania as defined by Mayer (1910). However, Mayer's type

species designation is invalid, as noted by Calder (1988), because O. armata was not

one of the species originally included in Oceania (see Article 69.1).

8. Oceania has been retained almost exclusively since 1910 for Oceania armata, a

circumglobal species that is well-known and has often been mentioned in the

literature over the last 150 years (e.g. Gegenbaur, 1854; Metschnikoff, 1886;

Mayer, 1910; Ranson, 1925; Uchida, 1927; Kramp, 1959, 1961, 1965, 1968;

Brinckmann-Voss, 1970;Tregouboff & Rose, 1957; Bouillon, 1985; Bleeker& van der

Spoel, 1988; Boero & Bouillon, 1993; Bouillon, 1995; Schuchert, 1996; Bouillon &
Boero, 2000; Schuchert, 2004). Currently (Bouillon & Boero, 2000), the genus

Oceania comprises two valid species, namely Oceania armata Kolliker, 1853 and

Oceania tydemani Bleeker & van der Spoel, 1988.

9. Long-established usage would be severely disturbed if Oceania were defined

according to concepts of the genus held by Lesson (1843) and Agassiz (1862), and

especially so if it were considered a senior synonym of the leptothecate genus-group
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name Clytia Lamouroux, 1812, widely used in the nomenclature of both hydroids

and hydromedusae (see Cornelius, 1982; Cornelius & Ostman, 1986). Clytia polyps

and medusae are very commonhydrozoans worldwide, and the name Clytia has been

used regularly in influential synopses (e.g. Hincks, 1868; Nutting, 1915; Fraser, 1944;

Millard, 1975; Calder, 1991; Cornehus, 1995). Replacing Clytia by Oceania would

certainly cause much confusion.

10. Article 69.2.2 allows for the designation of a nominal species not originally

included in the genus as the type species only if it is considered to be a synonym of

one of the originally included nominal species. In the interest of stability the

Commission is asked to use its plenary power and set aside the restriction of this

article as well as all other fixations of type species prior to that by Mayer (1910) and

rule that the nominal species Oceania armata Kolliker, 1853 is the type species of the

nominal genus Oceania Peron & Lesueur, 1810.

11. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly

asked:

(1) to use its plenary power to set aside all previous fixations of type species for the

nominal genus Oceania Peron & Lesueur, 1810 before the designation by

Mayer (1910) of Oceania armata Kolliker, 1853 as the type species;

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the name Oceania

Peron & Lesueur, 1810 (gender: feminine), type species by subsequent desig-

nation by Mayer (1910) Oceania armata Kolliker, 1853 as ruled in (1) above;

(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the name armata

Kolliker, 1853, as published in the binomen Oceania armata (specific name of

the type species of Oceania Peron & Lesueur, 1810).
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